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Maritime Organization (IMO) which
will be held on February 5–9, 2001, at
the IMO Headquarters in London.

The agenda items of particular
interest are:
—Revision of Maritime Safety

Committee (MSC) Circular 677.
—Matters related to the probabilistic

methodology for oil outflow analysis.
—Review of Annexes I and II of the

International Convention for the
Prevention of Pollution from Ships,
1973 as modified by the Protocol of
1978 (MARPOL 73/78).

—Evaluation of safety and pollution
hazards of chemicals and preparation
of consequential amendments.

—Amendments to requirements on
electrical installations in the IMO
Chemical Codes.

—Application of MARPOL requirements
to floating production, storage and
offloading units and floating storage
units.

—Requirements for the protection of
personnel involved in the
transportation of cargoes containing
toxic substances in all types of
tankers.

—Oil tagging systems.
—Evaluation of IMO Greenhouse gas

emissions study.
Members of the public may attend

this meeting up to the seating capacity
of the room. Interested persons may
seek information by writing:
Commander R.F. Corbin, U.S. Coast
Guard (G–MSO–3), 2100 Second Street,
S.W., Washington, DC 20593–0001 or by
calling (202) 267–1577.

Dated: December 19, 2000.
Stephen Miller,
Executive Secretary, Shipping Coordinating
Committee.
[FR Doc. 00–32867 Filed 12–22–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4710–07–P

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

[Public Notice No. 3499]

Shipping Coordinating Committee,
Maritime Safety Committee; Notice of
Meeting

The Shipping Coordinating
Committee will conduct an open
meeting at 9:00 a.m. on Tuesday,
February 13, 2001, in Room 2415, at
U.S. Coast Guard Headquarters, 2100
2nd Street, SW, Washington, DC,
20593–0001. The purpose of this
meeting will be to finalize preparations
for the 9th Session of the Flag State
Implementation Sub-Committee, and
associated bodies of the International
Maritime Organization (IMO), which is
scheduled for February 19–23, 2001, at

IMO Headquarters in London. At this
meeting, papers received and the draft
U.S. positions will be discussed.

Among other things, the items of
particular interest are:
—Responsibilities of Governments and

measures to encourage flag State
compliance;

—Self-assessment of flag State
performance;

—Implications arising when a vessel
loses the right to fly the flag of a State;

—Regional cooperation on port State
control;

—Reporting procedures on port State
control detentions and analysis and
evaluation of reports;

—Mandatory reports under MARPOL
73/78;

—Introduction of the Harmonized
System of Survey and Certification
(HSSC) into MARPOL Annex VI on
prevention of air pollution;

—Casualty statistics and investigations;
—Revision of the SOLAS expression

‘‘ships constructed’’;
—Review of resolutions A.744(18) and

A.746(18);
—Technical assistance;
—Use of the Spanish language in

SOLAS certificates, manuals and
other documents;

—Illegal, unregulated and unreported
(IUU) fishing and related matters.
Members of the public may attend

this meeting up to the seating capacity
of the room. Interested persons may
seek information by writing to
Lieutenant Commander Linda Fagan,
Commandant (G–MOC), U.S. Coast
Guard Headquarters, 2100 2nd Street,
SW, Room 1116, Washington, DC
20593–0001 or by calling (202) 267–
0972.

Dated: December 19, 2000.
Stephen Miller,
Executive Secretary, Shipping Coordinating
Committee.
[FR Doc. 00–32868 Filed 12–22–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4710–07–P

OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES
TRADE REPRESENTATIVE

[Docket No. WTO/DS–214]

WTO Consultations Regarding U.S.
Safeguard Measures on Line Pipe and
Wire Rod

AGENCY: Office of the United States
Trade Representative.
ACTION: Notice, request for comments.

SUMMARY: The Office of the United
States Trade Representative (USTR) is
providing notice that on December 1,
2000, the European Communities (EC)

requested WTO consultations with the
United States regarding Sections 201
and 202 of the Trade Act of 1974,
section 311 of the NAFTA
Implementation Act, and the U.S.
safeguard measures on imports of line
pipe and wire rod. USTR invites written
comments from the public concerning
the issues raised in this dispute.
DATES: Although the USTR will accept
any comments received during the
course of the dispute settlement
proceedings, comments should be
submitted on or before January 15, 2001
to be assured of timely consideration by
USTR.
ADDRESSES: Submit comments to Sandy
McKinzy, Monitoring and Enforcement
Unit, Office of the General Counsel,
Room 122 Office of the United States
Trade Representative, 600 17th Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C., 20508, Attn: EC
Line Pipe and Wire Rod Dispute.
Telephone: (202) 395–3582.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
David J. Ross, Associate General
Counsel, Office of the United States
Trade Representative, 600 17th Street,
NW., Washington, DC, (202) 395–3581.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
127(b) of the Uruguay Round
Agreements Act (URAA) (19 U.S.C.
3537(b)(1)) requires that notice and
opportunity for comment be provided
after the United States submits or
receives a request for the establishment
of a WTO dispute settlement panel.
Consistent with this obligation, but in
an effort to provide additional
opportunity for comments, USTR is
providing notice that consultations have
been requested pursuant to the WTO
Dispute Settlement Understanding. If
such consultations should fail to resolve
the matter and a dispute settlement
panel is established pursuant to the
DSU, such panel, which would hold its
meetings in Geneva, Switzerland, would
be expected to issue a report on its
findings and recommendations within
six to nine months after it is established.

Major Issues Raised by the European
Commission

The EC claims that sections 201 and
202 of the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C.
2251 and 2252) contain provisions
relating to the determination of a causal
link between increased imports and
injury or threat thereof which prevent
the United States from respecting
Articles 4 and 5 of the WTO Agreement
on Safeguards (Safeguards Agreement).
It also claims that section 311 of the
NAFTA Implementation Act (19 U.S.C.
3371) contains provisions concerning
imports from Canada an Mexico which
do not respect what it characterizes as
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the ‘‘requirement of parallelism’’
between the imported products subject
to a safeguard investigation and the
imported products subject to a safeguard
measure, contrary to Articles 2, 4 and 5
of the Safeguards Agreement. The EC
claims that these provisions are also
inconsistent with the Most-Favoured-
Nation principle of Article I of the
GATT 1994.

In addition, the EC challenges certain
aspects of the U.S. safeguard
investigations and imposition of
measures on imports of line pipe and
wire rod. The EC claims that the U.S.
measures are inconsistent with the
following provisions of the Safeguards
Agreement and the GATT 1994:

• ‘‘Article 2 SA, because, inter alia,
they are based on deficient
determination on the like or directly
competitive products, absence of
‘imports in such increased quantities’
and/or ‘under such conditions’, lack of
serious injury or threat thereof, lack of
causality and non-respect of the
requirement of parallelism between the
scope of the imported products subject
to the investigation and the scope of the
imported products subject to the
application of the measures;

• Article 3(1) and 3(2) SA, because,
inter alia, they do not adequately set
forth the findings and reasoned
conclusions on all pertinent issues of
fact and law, including the justification
for the actual measure imposed, as well
as abusive recourse to confidentiality in
relation to disclosure of information;

• Articles 4(1) and 4(2) SA, because,
inter alia, they are not justified by
‘imports in such increased quantities’
and/or ‘under such conditions’, lack of
serious injury or threat thereof, lack of
causality and non-respect of the
requirement of parallelism between the
scope of the imported products subject
to the investigation and the scope of the
imported products subject to the
application of the measures;

• Article 5(1) SA, since, inter alia,
they grant relief beyond ‘the extent
necessary to prevent or remedy serious
injury and to facilitate adjustment’;

• Article 8(1) SA, because of, inter
alia, non-respect of the requirements
regarding the level of concessions and
other obligations and the trade
compensation;

• Articles 12(2), 12(3) and 12(11) SA,
because of, inter alia, non-respect of the
obligation to provide the Committee on
Safeguards with all pertinent
information, non-respect of the
obligation to provide adequate
opportunity for prior consultations with
a view to reaching an understanding on
ways to achieve the objective set out in
Article 8(1) SA, and abusive recourse to

confidentiality in relation to disclosure
of information;

• Article I:1 of GATT 1994 since,
inter alia, the safeguard measure
discriminates between products
originating in the EC and products
originating in other WTO countries; and

• Article XIX:1 of GATT 1994,
because, inter alia, they fail to show,
prior to the application of the measures,
that the increases in imports and the
conditions of importation of the
products covered by each of the two
above-mentioned measures were the
result of ‘unforeseen developments’ and
of the effect of the USA obligations
under GATT 1994.’’

Public Comment: Requirements for
Submissions

Interested persons are invited to
submit written comments concerning
the issues raised in the dispute.
Comments must be in English and
provided in fifteen copies. A person
requesting that information contained in
a comment submitted by that person be
treated as confidential business
information must certify that such
information is business confidential and
would not customarily be released to
the public by the commenter.
Confidential business information must
be clearly marked ‘‘BUSINESS
CONFIDENTIAL’’ in a contrasting color
ink at the top of each page of each copy.

Information or advice contained in a
comment submitted, other than business
confidential information, may be
determined by USTR to be confidential
in accordance with section 135(g)(2) of
the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C.
2155(g)(2)). If the submitter believes that
information or advice may qualify as
such, the submitter—

(1) Must so designate the information
or advice;

(2) Must clearly mark the material as
‘‘SUBMITTED IN CONFIDENCE’’ in a
contrasting color ink at the top of each
page of each copy, and

(3) Is encouraged to provide a non-
confidential summary of the
information or advice.

Pursuant to section 127(e) of the
URAA (19 U.S.C. 3537(e)), USTR will
maintain a file on this dispute
settlement proceeding, accessible to the
public, in the USTR Reading Room:
Room 101, Office of the United States
Trade Representative, 600 17th Street,
NW., Washington, DC 20508. The public
file will include a listing of any
comments received by USTR from the
public with respect to the dispute; if a
dispute settlement panel is convened,
the U.S. submissions to that panel, the
submissions, or non-confidential
summaries of submissions, to the panel

received from other participants in the
dispute, as well as the report of the
panel; and, if applicable, the report of
the Appellate Body. An appointment to
review the public file (Docket WTO/DS–
214, EC Line Pipe and Wire Rod
Dispute) may be made by calling Brenda
Webb, (202) 395–6186. The USTR
Reading Room is open to the public
from 9:30 a.m. to 12 noon and 1 p.m.
to 4 p.m., Monday through Friday.

A. Jane Bradley,
Assistant United States Trade Representative
for Monitoring and Enforcement.
[FR Doc. 00–32822 Filed 12–22–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3190–01–U

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

Public Notice for Waiver of
Aeronautical Land-Use Assurance;
Jackson County-Reynolds Airport;
Jackson, Michigan

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Notice of intent of waiver with
respect to land.

SUMMARY: The Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) is considering a
proposal to change a portion of airport
land from aeronautical use to non-
aeronautical use and to authorize the
sale of the airport property. The
proposal consists of four parcels of land;
one 3.70 acre parcel designated as Right-
of-Way and three other parcels of land
designated as Parcel A (1.16 acres),
Parcel B (0.46 acres), and Parcel C (0.01
acres) together totaling approximately
1.63 acres for a roadway easement.
Current use and present condition is
vacant grassland. There are no impacts
to the airport by allowing the airport to
dispose of the property.

The land was acquired under FAA
Project No. 9–20–046–0804–26.
Approval does not constitute a
commitment by the FAA to financially
assist in the sale of the subject airport
property nor a determination that all
measures covered by the program are
eligible for Airport Improvement
Program funding from the FAA. The
disposition of proceeds from the sale of
the airport property will be in
accordance with the FAA’s Policy and
Procedures Concerning the Use of
Airport Revenue, published in the
Federal Register on February 16, 1999.
Together this proposal is for
approximately 5.33 acres in total.

In accordance with section 47107(h)
of title 49, United States Code, this
notice is required to be published in the
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